Tim Applieaats have amended, independeiat Claims t and 24 to iiiellide Siibfect mattfet 
from Ofiginai GlaiiKS 2-4. PlakiiS 4 aiid 36 faave aecordiiigly been cauceliecL 

Entiy of the above amendment iato the official ile aad. eoHSideration on tise merits ate 
respectfully requested iaasmucb. as the siibjeci matter of ameaded Claims 1 and 24 has already 
been the subject of examination by virtue of tlieir mchssion in odginaily considered ciaims. 

Claims i, 4 and i$-23 stand r^yected: tmder 35 USC §102 over US '507. llie i?\pplieants 
r^pectfislly subiMt thai US '507 Mis is expiicitiy ot: iiripiicitly dlsdose the suigeet tnatter of 
those claims, 

The rejeeticm states US *S07 discloses m ml 3* lines l^-SO that either of the Sist and 
seeond FRP layers is formed as a lowr^-streiigth FRP layer, and the lower-strength FRP layer 
■forms a crushable structure at the time of Goilision with a pedestrian, wherein differences- in 
strength ai-e provided by one or two or more diflerences selected, from the group consisting of a 
diieienee In amoiMt of reiMbfcihg Wm%: a difference iij property of reitrfbrcing fibers and a 
difference m oriektation of reinfbixsing; fibers, md wherein each of the FRF iayers is formed 
integrally M m FB? solid plate, and a high hit!8ikitj| elongation iay^^^ is provided to the lower- 
strefigth FRP layer. 

However, although US *507 discloses two BRP layers, namely, bonnets for automobiles 
irj which the FRP outer and the FRP inner are bended to each other, US '507 does aot implicitly 
or explieitly disclose providing a diiierertce in strength between the outer and the inner layers, 
US '507 provicks a difS^nce in n|idity in ^ jungle outer layer by providing to an outer edge of 
the outer iay&r a rigidity hitler thm that of a central section of the outer layer. This is, 
ho^evtr, cott^lefiely differeiit J&om the .;»ij^iieahts*' appro^h in that a diiiference in strength is 
provided between two FR3* layers #ach of the FlO* iayef^s) is a solid plate as defined iti Claim 

I)- 

There is another problem with US ^507. ^Higidity" and "strength" referred t& by the 
Applicants ar5d in US '507 are terms/properties eompleteiy different irons each other, "Rigidity" 
is a property with respect to hardness to be defermed. "Strength" is a property with respect to 
hardiiess to be broken. Further, the niain purpose of US -507 is tomake the central section of tlie 
outer layer thkaer and to remove the bad infltjeBC€/irnpaet due to the presence of a bonding line 
is, m my events different ftom that of the Apphc^ite'. Moreover, even if only the outer 
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layer is paid aientioB to iii US '507, is no disciosiire m US '507 as ta* for examplSj the 
smicture shorn in its F|f . 2, a diSereace in sfa^gth is provided between the maja bo% of outer 
layer (2a) md tht Mditmrnl layer ^iK^t Meied) added to the: Qtiter main feody (2a) in tlie legion 
of Mgh-rigidit}' portioa (4a) . 

Therefore, there is no disclosure in US '507 as to a difference in strength provided 
between two FRP layers aiid fkther as to providing a difference in the amount of reinforcing 
fibers j a dCffereaice in properties of the peinfomiiig fifeers or a difference in the odentadon of the 
r#ifc>feiii;g filers. The A|^Iipants therefe^e re^etMly submit tbat US *507 falls to explicitly 
oi- iinpliertly disclose every feature of those claims. WitJ<tewai of the releetion is Tespectfuily 



Claims 15-17, 24, 26, 31 and 32 stand rejected under 35 USC §103 over the conibinaion 
of US '496 with U S '507, The AppUcaiits respectMly submit tlmt tlie combination tails to result 
in the subject tnatter of those claims. 

The Appiiesrris haye already established that US ' 507 is iaapplicable to 0aim 1 . The 
same ^;gumehts .stpply to depetide?it Glainis 15^17 and fehfer aj^ty to IMepe^ent Claim 24 
iiiasihucih 3^ Claim 24 vm smended to Include ^e subjeet matter of Claims 2-4. Hertee, the 
combination is also inapplicable to the eomhrtiatjon of US '496 with US '507 witli respect to 
Claims 26, 31 and 32. Hence, the combination would still fell to disclose, teach or suggest every 
feature as recited in Claims 15-17,; 24, 26, 31 and 32, Withdrawal of tl^e i-ejection is respectfully 
requested. 

In of the fofegoing, the Applicants respect&lly subm^ that the entire application is 
now in eonditiosi for ailowance, which is respectfuliy requested 



requested. 



Respedt&liy submitted. 



T. Daniel Christenbury 

Reg. ISIo. 31,750 
Attorney for Applicants 
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